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Division of the Arizona Corporation 

DECISION NO. 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

e premises, the 

Arizona Corporatio 

rative”) filed an 

e and Necessity 

0 miles north of 

Tucson, Arizona. 

2. On September 14, 2004, Commission Utilities Division Staff (“Staff”) notified ‘Trico 

that the application was insufficient pursuant to the requirements of the Arizona Administrative 

S.Uane\CCNVOO’I\Trico CCN Ext 0 
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On August 4,2006, Staff filed a Second Insufficiency Letter. 

On September 18, 2006, Trico filed additional information in response t 5. 

Insufficiency Letter. 

6. On October 16, 2006, Staff docketed a letter that notified Trico that the application 

had met the sufficiency requirements of the Arizona Administrative Code. 

7. By Procedural Order dated October 2006, the matter was set for hearing at the 

Commission’s offices in Tucson, Arizona. 

8. On November 13, 2006, Trico filed an affidavit of publication for the public notice of 

the hearing which was published in the Casu Grande Dispatch, a newspaper of general circulation 

within the affected service area, on November 4, 2006, and an affidavit of mailing indicating the 

notice was mailed to all property owners 

9. On December 20, 2006, 

proposed extension area on November 1 , 2006. 

filed its Staff Report in this matter, recommending 

s limiting the extension to serve the Willow 

a not include the area for which there are no 

approval in part of the application. Staff reco 

Springs Ranch development, and that the exten 

current requests for servic 

10. On Januar 2007, Trico filed Objections to the Staff Report, arguing that the 

extension should include the state land lo ed between the southern boundary of the Willow 

rovides electric 

69382 DECISION NO. 



OCKET NO. E-01461A-04-0393 

received a requ to provide electric servic om ANAM, Inc., the owner 

of property known as Willow Springs Ranch, and doing business as Willow Springs Ranch 

Village (“South Village”). Willow Springs Properties, LLC, whose members are ANAM, In 

Lennar Corporation, a homebuilder, are the developers of the South Village. South Village consists 

867 MW in 2024, which is 

ined all rights-of-way from the Arizona 



DOCKET NO. E-O1461A-04-0393 

Commission reject Trico’s application on the grounds that SCIP was providing service in the vicinity 

and SCIP’s rates were lower than Trico’s. On September 24, 2004, SCIP filed a conceptual plan 

dated August 18, 2004 to serve the South Village Property. SCIP did not seek intervention, and its 

filings have been treated as public comment. 

22. In 2004, afier the application was filed, ten SCIP customers filed letters in the docket 

objecting to Trico’s application on the grounds that they were happy with SCIP service. None of 

these individuals requested intervention. The letters appear to be form letters. It is unclear where 

these SCIP customers are physically located, but they do not appear to reside within the South 

Village boundaries. 

23. On December 7,2006, Staff contacted Mr. Dennis Delaney, a partner with K.R. Saline 

& Associates, the consultant for SCIP who prepared the conceptual plan to serve South Village. Mr. 

Delaney confirmed that SCIP is capable of serving the South Village, but that the developer had 

informed SCIP that it had selected Trico as its provider. SCIP has not taken any action to serve the 

property. SCIP has not applied to the ASLD to obtain rights of way. The load that SCIP is currently 

serving in the area is small. SCIP is an all-requirement customer of Salt River Project (“SRP”) for 

meeting its native load and future load projections. SCIP’s current contract with SRP expires at the 

end of 2007, and SCIP is currently in the process of renegotiating that contract. 

24. Staff concludes that Trico is the more logical provider of electric service to South 

Village because: (1) it has electric facilities in the area serving the nearby development of 

SaddleBrooke Ranch and because Trico’s long term transmission and generation resource needs are 

guaranteed with Southwest Tran 

reliability of service to its custom 

extension area; and (3) SCIP ha 

needs of the South Village developmen 

ased on Trico’s 

areas and its financ 

the South Village. 

26. Staff recommend 



OCKET NO. E-01 

es in the extension are until hrther order of the 

exclude the state land 

received a request for service in that area and SCIP is currently providing service in the area. 

27. Trico accepts the Staff Report except for Staffs recommendation that the state-owned 

land located between Village and Trico’s existing certificated area be exclu 

serve the South Village, it will be in a 

admits that there is not a current need 

, but argues that the development 

area. Trico notes that S C P  s 

n and granting Trico a CC&N 

ce from either SCIP 

orations in areas divided by a 

substantial distance and that it is in the public interest to have a continuity of the certificated area. 
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DOCKET NO. E-01461A-04-0393 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

1. Trico is a public service corporation within the meaning of Article XV of the Arizona 

Constitution and A.R.S. $0 40-281 and 40-282. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

The Commission has jurisdiction over Trico and the subject matter of the application. 

Notice of the application was provided in accordance with law. 

There is a public need and necessity for electric service in the proposed extension area 

known as South Village, and described in Exhibit A. There is currently no request for service, and 
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NO. E-01461A-04-0393 

T O W N S m  8 SOu1[1A, RANGE 13 EAST . 

Meridian, Phal County, Arizona. . 

River Base and Meridian, Pinal County, Arizona. 

TOWNSHIP $ SOUTH, RANGE 14 EAST 

the Bast half of 

The North half of 1 

AND the Northeast quarter OP Section 3 
Base and Meridian, PinaI County, hrizona. 


